Zach Rosen 
181 7 E. Ave. De Las Flores 
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362 

12-19-01 



Dear Mr. Weisberg, 

Thank you for answering my previous questions. I will include a legible address 
this time if you wish to write back again. At your advice, I purchased copies of Post 
Mortem. Whitewash IV, and Oswald in New Orleans from the Hood College bookstore. I 
am planning to buy the first three Whitewash books as well, as soon as I finish with these. 
I have finished reading Post Mortem and Whitewash IV. One thing I particularly like 
about your books is that you reproduce the documents your use as evidence in 
facsimile. It allows people to see the octuo/ document. It also allows others wishing to 
write and persuade to use them as evidence, and I am again grateful for your 
permission to use anything you have printed. I'm working on Oswald in New Orleans. 
Post Mortem makes a very good case with the medical evidence. The WC executive 
transcript in Whitewash IV is very insightful as to the mindset of the Warren Commission 
while they conducted their 'investigation.' I was very interested in your account of the 
various FOIA suits you have filed. I was amazed at the blatant lying and contradiction 
of the Kilty affidavits in the 'spectro case' (as Jim Lesar called it in Whitewash IV). The 
spectrographic evidence you finally got the FBI to give you was a little confusing, but i'll 
be going over that chapter in Post Mortem again. 

As I am researching, I have come across some additional things I would like to 
ask you about. If you are too busy to get back to me this time, I understand completely. 
I am greatly in your debt for responding twice already. But, I would be greatly 
appreciative if you could find time to answer me again. 

First, if the wound to the President's front neck was an entrance wound (and I'm 
sure it was), then where did the bullet go? It couldn't have possibly exited from the 
back wound, and there is no mention of any other neck wound anywhere, and no 
bullet was found in the body. The receipt for a 'missile' which is printed in Post Mortem 
has been explained as the receipt for fragments retrieved from the President's head 
wound. The bullet had to go somewhere! 

Second, I have read that, while Dr. Shaw said the fragments in the wrist weigh 
more than three grains, when they are actually weighed, they are only a fraction of a 
grain. I redd that this is also true of the fragments in the thigh and chest. Do you have 
any explanation? 

Another thing I was wondering is this: Now that the autopsy x-rays and photos 
have been released, do you think they support the case for conspiracy? I know that 
you believe none of them are fakes as many have suggested, and I tend to agree with 
you. I have not seen official photos and x-rays, but I have seen bootleg copies of them 
on the internet. The obvious problem with this is that many of them may have been 
altered by people wishing to support their various arguments. Here is my opinion on 
what the ones I have seen show: Both the profile and A-P x-rays of the skull show the 
right front of the skull almost completely missing. This is consistent with the Zapruder film's 
depiction of the head wound. On the profile x-ray of the skull, I see a dispersion pattern 
of metal fragments completely consistent with a shot from the front. It shows a small 
concentration of particles near the front, which spreads out as you go more towards 
the rear portion of the skull. This to me indicates that the bullet struck the area of the 
right temple, fragmented, and drove its fragments rearward into the skull. The chest x- 




ray shows what appears to be a small cavity in the right neck area, where Humes, 
Boswell, and Finck described the rear wound as being. The x-ray also shows part of the 
neck vertebra as being deformed along with the small cavity. This to me completely 
precludes the possibility of this cavity being a bullet wound. It is essential to the lone-nut 
case that the ‘magic bullet' missed bone completely, causing damage to only soft 
tissue. Therefore, the vertebra couldn't have been damaged by the bullet. Since soft 
tissue doesn’t show up on x-rays, even if there was a bullet wound in the rear neck it 
would be impossible to see. I think that the deformed vertebra indicates that this cavity 
is was a naturally occurring anomaly in the President's body. Finally, the photo of the 
rear wound clearly indicates that it wasn't in the neck, but in the back. It is in such a 
position that it couldn't have caused the front throat wound. It also proved Humes, 
Boswell, and Finck are liars and perjurers, because they all described the wound as 
being in a completely different location than the picture shows. 

That is my interpretation of the photos and x-rays. If I am wrong in any way, 
please let me know. I don't want to tell people or write something that is erroneous. 

Recently I have been surfing internet JFK discussion sites, and I came across an 
interesting theory. I don't think it's likely, but it was intriguing to read. It is really a 
variation of the lone-gunman theory with someone other than Oswald as the assassin. 

In case you're interested. I've enclosed his writing. It's a couple of pages long. I'm nof 
asking for any commentary, because there was a long running debate with him online, 
and it's basically just the basic lone-nut vs. conspiracy argument. I just thought you 
might be interested. 

Finally, I have tried in vain to find transcripts of fhe Clay Shaw trial witness 
testimony, particularly that of Dr. Finck. I had found one website where they were 
printed, but it had many technical problems, and has since shut down. Do you know of 
anywhere else I could find the testimony? 

Thank you so much again for taking the time to answer my inquiries, and I hope 
you will be able to find time to do so again. 

Sincerely, 

Zach Rosen 





